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			    GLOWBUGS Digest 241

Topics covered in this issue include:

  1) Could there be a 1-tube superhet? (reflex amp)
	by kellymed@tmxbris.mhs.oz.au (Murray Kelly)

----------------------------------------------------------------------
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I can't find the paperwork but approx 20 years ago when I was studying
for my novice, one of the projects was just such a receiver done with
a single transistor. No reason why it wouldn't go with a tube.

Some detected audio was redirected thru the cathode (emitter). RF bypassing
was small caps. and Audio was all RF blocked with chokes, as I recall.

It all made sense, but I never tried it.

It's not lost, just misplaced!
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